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REMARKS 

i Claims 1-49 are p©»dmg in this appJiealion, prior to entry of this arnendpient. Clainns }- 
28 36--4t were releeted, Claiim 

Kmilaj3|>ns#f the fease ci^mi^^ {M$v^^in$cMm$'^ 

Tb0€xmnmr^tki^^ of e|a|ms 29-35 is n la 

this iregard, new indepeofient claim 50 presents tlie stifejeet matter of olyected-to ckims 29 and 28 

arid jsboqld also 

W^pifidertt clairii^ 1 , 28^ ttid 41 hav# ije^ ainaehiici tp clarify tlie s«t>j$e^^ to 
wMfiiiv a pateM is sotigB it ftom the eitad^ ¥kittu:s:dependent^^c 

have been amended to make litem consistent witli their respecli ve independent claims. 

Independent ciaim 1 7 and its assoejated #pendeivt claims ( 1 8-27) have been canceied;, 

Hew ipdepfendent efetrii M is a tnethod el^irn that is intendied a eottntefp^^ to sonte: 
midxi to system eljiim 41* l*iew i?^^^ 
gealfiii to eMttis 42--49x 

the fbll0win| sections ciGtrrespiaM ta tite ;sectl0^ 

tMmRejectiom - 35 USC §102 

Claims 1-28 and 56-49 were rejected under 35 U.SX, § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
the patent lo Cook et al. ( U.S. Patent No. 6,675,153; herein after referred to as Cook), 

Regarding claims 1,17, 28, 36-38, and 41 , the examiner asserted that Cook discloses a 
method and apparatus for authorizing a transaction between a consumer and a merchant o\ cr a 
netNS'urk where the anons mits' ol'the consumer with respect to the merchant is maintained while 
still validating tlte authenticity of the consumer prior to completing the transaction, citing 
initially to the abstract. The exaramer further asserted that the Cook system includes a central 
processing/database (figure 1; Zixcharge secure data center 102 « also see descriptions in the 
specification) for maintaining true name, true address, true account niunber, and alias name, alias 
address, and alias accuinri number (see the description? of tlgnrc 1). According to the examiner, 
in { ook ahoses such as alias address, alias account, and alias name can be L3sed for conducting 
n-an&aciion(s) without revealing real personal information on the Internet, Websites, and'or even 



in fce App lication of; Tsuei . et ul, 
Appcatbn Me. 10/71 Q,^^ 
PagI 15 

mertiiants for sectirity and privacy prtirppses; EijKJliaige spieiii k alleged to be trusted with 
mati^Mrjg aliases witii real informatioiii seiicting: re^uests ito caM isstj^r jRi^r ci^ Gmd transaction 
^0i0sMy0tp^ a:dir©iss icM" deli'viery pai|3«j^?$^ 1-5 pji 

iimk <|escdptl©iis; also see elaltns 3, 5-8, 15-16, 45-41 aiKl 51-55). Ace'Ofiiisgly, the eKami»er 
liias ial^eit tbfe pb^itlcin ttet <DdO^^ the cMmM in 

Tliefe are sevemi key distinctions between the system described in the Cook patent and 
the sabject matter for which a patent is sought from this appiieation. Certain independent claims 
have been amended to novel 
aisdintppbS'ic^ 

Admittedly, the a system Jar aiito a trartsactioii between a 

eonltimer and a nierehant whei^ th^ andnyrhii^ of t^ respect to tlie merchant k 

iinaintained while still, validating the authenticity of the consumer prior to conipleting the 
tranlaetion. But this anenymity is effected by retrieving an "alias address^' jfbr a censumea^ and 
enc%ptittg it in a digrtaity signed ''^h^e slip" that is lased i n the tra&sja<?t^^^ 

it will be apf i^cj^ that the CQ<?fe pa^flt :descftbes^^^a and 
appilQaeb to aneii^^ TheCibt?^ sysieiai mN't»lves#5«iuirei^ a '^charge slip 

appieatidn'- (a computer program) that displays transaction information to the eonsuraer and 
requires the consumer to digitally sign a charge t^Hp; the signed charge slip is encrypted, the 
merchant digitally signs the charge slip, and tlie signed charge slip is processed by a payment 
server (all as described in the abstmct), Jn pmticular, each charge card is linked to a specitk 
email address and digital signature in tlte described Zixcharge system {col, 1, lines 62-64). The 
charge slip application retrieves "valid payment type aliases and shipping address aliases from 
secure data center 102 for cacl) valid E-mail address for the member." (Col, 5, lines '46-49). The 
seciire data center 102 returns payment type and shipping address alias information for each E- 
maii address based on the information that was received from the card issuer 1 i2)(col, 5, lines 



53-55), Further stili, the secure data center 102 also retxtms designated shipping address aliases 
th at can be displayed in a shipping address field 119 on a charge slip 114 (cvl. 6, lines .^4-56), 

Attention is directed in particular to col. 5, lines 41-52: the "'charge .slip application" 
executes on a mentber's conipuier, and retrieves valid payment ivpe aliases and shippini^ address 
aiia?fjs from the secure dat;^ center 102 for each valid E-mai! address tVir the member. Sueh 
payibent type aliases and shipping address aliases are apparently returned to the charge slip 
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a ppliealipp where siieh ijifonnalion is used to populate fields of the charge slip application (coL 
S5, iijaes 18-19), the meM charge slijj (cd1> i^; lines 655, a^si then it is returned to 

m&hsrs^^^ isf piTDee^ittg (c^^^ line 37). Tliis |s apt M 0^0 t^|?ijtit5'* il is 

m&M^ a &yppiiig iadcfeiss that is returned to the charge sip a i^jaieatjon, ro^ 

autfeiiiication. 

i Tliis ai'diitecture clearly involves (requires) use of tlie ^'charge slip applicatioa*' by a 
consumer as described in the CooA; patent, and appears to use aii email address to retrieye a 
''Shiisping add W aias" f^^ It api disQio$9^ or teach, dr suggest, an alias 

Ideritit'g assocl^tfed wttfa a GongBmeg fsubscdber^ that is used to aeees$ a dg|at)as€^ incases 
determining transatJtioii at^ieritication. T^ie ncttion of %lla:Sv in 0mk is thereiDi"e elearly that ijf 
retuhilng an alternative (alias) address or ififorrtiation to a merchant, and not using an alias 
MgtBily fo'" purposes of authenti<:atiQn the transaQtian or other Information. 

In eontrasti elaim 1 in the present a|spilb^on; as aime^ diteeted to system ibr 
eonitrinM utiii^elf i toti&d iJ^rsQi:^^:!^ to 

a ppiiuto stitbscriber tio a pmvider f ^questing an^ ijofcmatif n bj^ 

ftieios 0f siii al las identity associated x vith the subscriber, Claim 1 has been anleitded to reeite a 
J5«3grbgated database containing said uniqueiy idenlilled personal and business type infbnnation 
felaied to a parti culac subscriber stored in association with the subscriber'^ 
(Su^oit is #i$hd lb par^i^^ <5f ^^ application, am other places;) 

Oaim 1 Ms befeit flsti3b)e!r^|^ cb|apt^ cdittpfed to the 

dat^ase ibr reeeiying a re(|yeest ibt #^befitiie r!el#rii|i to a sabseriber irotn a 

feqtfestlng seifvied proyider'Ma «i c&ni the m) uest itielitdiBg the alias ideittity . 

Furtlier, tfie claim now recites a confiimation component for confirmation of the authentication 
by #alirrniiFi| the t^ceip #the ri|U!|st ibr latithf nticM^ requesting service provider 

and bbbSTO^ 0^ S^rmatted reis^onfe |if oyided tD the reiquesttbi service p^ 

Fin^l ly , the el^lm now reeitps & piStgratn; ^cj^mpbii^^ responsive to aijonlipned fei|u4st ibr 
aiit'lienticatibn Iram thfe reqnfe^^ service provider fe^ aeeessing the segregated database based 
on the alias identity, determining whether to provide an authentication based on infomiation 
related to the particular snbscriber retrieved from the segregated and preparing the 

forrbatted response to the ie!|uestitig service proyider t^ the authentication. 
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i Because the C(?o^ pale3it cieaiiy fails to disclose, teach, or suggest such an authsnticatioE 
system, and instead teaehes the iise of tb^: ' -aii^ s^ip 
s^}T^kmMm\ it i&;s^bfffii|te<3 that I, p aiii^^ ^hoiild ti^ji: be te^^?;t^d as 

atitiapaied b^ ^ C&ffk'psAmiX, Furtiiei, it is sui^ iiat :%! eldm is liOrtQlviom^ as no 
tea<iMr}g mGmk relates to the use ©f tfe alias idfetati fbr vise iji aajtheJHttfeatii^ df iflay prsoisat 
andi business type mfoTination. Accordingly, ciaira 1 as ataended is believed novel, nonobviousj 
andishoidd be aliowible. 

Olaitipt 28 has b^eii iraen^ that tbe claim directed tfo a liBethod fm coufitmed 

aii^fentieattoii ^^^^ ij^pe reeoials, itichadiM the step of pfravidiiis a secure diabase for 
stofeg an alias Identity of the 1^ ^itfa tnfenaatiQfi reaattii^^^ 

giibscribei-'s actital identity aiid assoeiated un l quelt' ideritt lied business type recpyds. Other 
aspects of the Glaim have been amended to recite a ccessing infomialion related to the particulai- 
.subscdber in ihe secure database based on the alias idsntitv . For reasons similar to that disGUSsed 
afeolfe in ©ormeGtiQii with elaim U itM believed that the 00kpsmit fgils to diselosej, leach, m 
sug^st j^eets tiSit^g aft aJl^j^ for authentication of business 1b?pe t^co^djs^ as redited in 
the felaita. 

"f he tertiaifeg claims dependent under claim 28 all provide additional elemejits, aiid 
should be allqwable, on their own merits as providing unique additional timctionaiity, and 
sep^ratei); u^derthe doctrlne Qf ri? 5 U Cm which siMds ior 

theijit^|*q*sii0ri thitt if fhe tndepeihdetir<;laii^ should also be 

allalvalle; a^s thej? pmyide Kmltatioris. 

fedef?eii(feat cMm 41 has been mn<mded fid r^^ system for ationymoits eoiiliTO 
aulbeniication of a transaction for an anonymous credit card account associated with a particular 
subscriber to a requesting service provider in response to receipt of a request for authenticatioo 
lhatiineiudes an atias ideritity ass0ciated with the subscriber . Biathefj the elaim has bem 
airjie|ii4ed[ # recite al1<^i^st one subscribel::h^ ajcteoutit assoeiated the 

saibijeilfeer^s real identity and an dias accatmt^ a^^ accotiut "^et ittithel' 

stiilj clMni 41 has been Miended to resilE M least oiie dffihie da^ containing unique 
idenyfied personal and business type information for a paiticular subseriber associating the 
primary account wida the alias aeeouM and assoeiating the alias aascei^ subscriber'g 
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alias identit^f, tile database coujsled to the commiHiiGation link for receiving a fbrraatted request 
lor kathenticatiQii ti-ansmitting a response to the request to a refiuesting service provider. 
For r^asqm jiimilar^ claiirt I, and jfeoMISiS 



mxiitipfei^aotits i^.g^ptrnmy ace«iipt ftni Mias ac i Is sufemitteid 41, as 

ain^ndcdj is rim&t licmobviotis, and should be 

New claim 61 is a method counteipart, to some extent, of jsystem claim 41 . This claim 
recites the primary Mcoipit aaid alias ae^^ tdentii^ lav llie alias 

tdei^te ol^ the particular subscri ber. For iieasdm poii^^^ exmte's l^^ of the 

allt^abb iubj^ctm^ter reMng pdrnary aecoutitsand 

aisa^ pcount), it is sui?^ 
allpjwable. 

Rif^arding cdiaiiiis 3, X8,^^^4^ the di^ei|gsi0f!# 1 

abdflljrther tltat^ use of his system Jpr int^et me^ba^ (Jsee backgrouad of 

the |n¥e nt itiri) J In t erriet e-eomrrierce (see backgrounds of the i rrvention), yendors ^see d jjs eriptiihs 
of flgiires i-S), etc., that wouid embrace all limitations set forth in this claim. 

Clmm IH has been canceled. As to claims 2 and 42, these claims are dep^dent olaims 
mdisshpiiid be aOoM^ 6i:MMSkm^SU^^J?:jQM 1597 0ed. di-. 

M0b w^eM tf^ lf thf^ inde|5^n^ then the depende^^t clmin^ shpuld also^^^b^ 

alfeWahie since depeadent Mmm fe&er imt^ On this basi s the reJeiStiQji of elaijns 2 

and i42 should be withdravvn. 

Regarding ciairas S-^, 1 % and 43-44^ the esiarainier refe^ to the discussion regarding 
elai^ns and feither asseited that the Zixehai/ge^^s^^ to transtnit and receive 

i5e:«j4est|s) i©ti8 filnanciarins^ as eredit eard i|is)Uei'$ 1 i| M slfewn iix figures I and i 

Eujdlthtts wQtild esiil>r$£^ idl iitnitaltfjnlf forth in these claims. 

Claim 1 9 has been eanceled. dliuins 3-4 and cjajins Md shotjid be 

ailoivable tuider h re Fine. 

\ Regard ing claims 5 and 45 , the examiner refteed to the discussion regarding claim 1 , 
Claijas 5 and 45 have been C4a^ remarks regarding alias identity. 
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i Regarding ciaims 6 and 46, the exerainer rcJerred to tiie descriptions of ;!igures 4-5, and 
that; Caak allegedly desssiibes tbe use df"I0 ead| whi^^ cestaiaijf einlbrace^ te^ wse ©f ati 

\ Regarding M^iiri 7, the ekstrhijtier agairi Fi^ferred to the discussion of claim 1 , and also 
cited to the commtitticafioii links as shown in figui'es 1, 3 qi^Capifc:awd their descriptions* Clahm 
7 isia dependent claim and shauld be allow^le lander 

Eegardiiig clairas §i 2S> #0, iojd pssertedih^^ is 

esoiiiiiderBd jjs a p^ pufeiic eomttiai^ i21#cn 20 has IbMh eai:«iele^^^ iShfe 

relniiiining depended cMtns s^ In re Fim. 

Regarding claims 9 and 2 i-22, the examiner referred to the discussion above regarding 
clmms 1 and 8, Claips have been csnGeted> Claim 9 should he allqw^ib^^ 
Fink. 

%0^^^Qg0mm iOj iij aad 49, the #carainer asse?t^ discloses if^^ iise of 

ehetj^ptio*i usiiig pifix^ai^;^]^ piaihiit? key, se^iba^jji;;,: et|-, vvtiich; ellfeetiiyely teresies a ^irliial 
pd \^a;te net wor 1 ut i liztRg a pine^existthf publ i c cotifim:uiiica$iGn r#w^^^ such as the Internet* 
GlBtm 23 hiiS been eanceled. Claims 10 -md 49 Sh^mM be allowable \xmks[ Jam Firm, 

liy:gai^iii| el^ito i the £t$gej#d tliM Ci^ife;#sei[Q^ |i::&0hiig^ 

Center 102 which is coasid!^^ cscarmner to cover i>oth this tegchtiip of a shoygie seiner or 
a jiikltitiesed s^^ needed ifer the Ii2. 

It Isi belleyetl thit th^ ejcaustiher^m^ W iiiK^lttde tjlajM 12 in this rej^tieii. Claiiiis 1 1~12 shoiild 

be allowable uiider In re Fine, 

Regarding claim i 2 {sic, believed tO: fee 13], the examiner asserted that Caok discloses the 
use pat^^s^s iii^^fi^ which wpilden^^ the Hse 4f lopfoup |ahJei^d mpit 
all limltatiQiis set iofiFtb this elaiisi. Claim 13 has hecB cspsieie^ 

l^gifding felaims l>l refefted to the dis^ i . 

Cbiiins 14 and 26 have been eaticeled. 

i Regarding claims 1 5-16, 27, and 39, the examiner referred to "Member Autliorization for 
Payinents- ' and "Centralized Appro\^al ServiGes-', financial reports in the speeiHeaiionj aiid the 
fjnaheiid suisimary database shown |t|pr@ 4 (beli^ved^^ to C^^, and that this 
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infQtmation provides financial profiles of cusiomers, registeiM members, registered merchants, 
cig.i Claims I5^6 an439 s^od4be^^a^^^ Gtaiiii S^i' ten emiceled, 

0£m^ 2^^$ were; indicat# as ilepencJeM ego rejectel Mse daim,1jtt w©u^ 
al loiwable if mwritten ift independeist fo ail of the Jimitatioiss of the base c laim and 

anyilniervenlng clairas. The indicatlan of aiiowability is noted with iappreciation. 

i claim 50 pjF^sents tfee: si:iy:<sct niattter of bligeeted-to S$ and: 29 Iti mdep^iidetJt 

fbrrn and sliotild be l)e|ie«tie!nt qi^^ S|:t6Q ciiJEf esisdjt^ ^tibjM matter of 

(slaliws 30-40*;, ijut#pend 50. 

As reg:aTds#e ej^attiitie^'s st^t^mea^ of jeascms for mditMloii of ailowabl^^ suibjeet matter, 
except for ihe following, the applicant respectfully defers any comjiients on such reasons pending 
a filal indication of allowabiiily and/or a Notjce of Allowjmce. Moweyer, the appMcawt w 
itialbtlie foilo\ving st^fi^ 

}?u£$HajTtt to MPiP S#ctii>}l 1302^1?*, POTJiineiiafs tie ajjjitiicint are 

prOf ided so that the record is clgEff ttiGai: th^ spplicptt: does not i!Eecessar% ag^^ with lie reasons 
gi v4n by the exam iner Ibr anowirig thi^ apptical! - appHeant belreves that th<? eialrn s are 
patelritaMe &r s^u^ reasons and ibr plher reasons as well. Although the applicant appreciates the 
indiication of allow^abiiit^, iiese epm^^ 

pres^siitiptton of aeqjajeseenCie to^ t^^ reasons and any n^eiMiii^ inf^ th«ift msiy Uf W 
th^jl^lrohi. 

The examiner indicated that the prior art discloses a system and method for protecting 
ctistoiiiers* personal information while cunducting tjansactions with merchants, vendors, and 
othor.s. but du prior ai-t fails to disclose such a system further couiprising the specilks 4>f ; (i ) 
database relationships between the first and second credit card accounts as claims 29-35, White 
applicant does not dispute this statement as a reason for allowance, applicant would like the 
record to be clear that the claims include various elements and steps which Ibrm p:ii i of a 
patentable overall combination of elements and/or process steps, and that the claims should not 
be M(,.'Hed <ii> allowable solely because of die recited statement. 
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Conclitsion 

\ ¥m the feiregqing tmmns^ it is si^irritte^ that all elaims are beii^visl npi^tsi, aOisObyiGoS, 
ftilli s^pp0ie4 «^ be f tldwafcle. th^; |breg0i|ig:is si^ ani eoittplete 

resgoflse to iie Ofice Aci^^ lOCtS aEftiis Meve cktins m 

the ^pplicatjo?! in eoiidition for allowance, AMdrdingly, it is respectfully submitted that tbis 
appiicatiGJi be allowed and that a Notice of Allowanee he issued, tf the Examiner believes thai a 
tdeisbiaae corrfer^ with the atppiicant:*s: be si^dvaatag^t^^ to €ie dispOiSttloa # 

thtsicase then Bxaiaifler Is e^cou^a^^ srt404 5Qi4 77Mk 
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